
i,RaweD told the court in all seri--

mtu tflrt her husband walked in his

Jm. One night, while in a somnam- - jp
EfctABCt, the said, he made his way f '

(5 y room and broke the unnatural r ' '
pnaiiiei they had made afc the time of p

their marriage.

walked in his sleep!"
Such was the amaz,nr ex"

planation of her "dream
by Mrs. Christabel Hart
her husband, John Hugo

I.TTE to Lord Anipthill, accused
and denied the

child, now nine months old.
of John Hugo Russell's
habits, she alleged, that

realize the fact of his f ather- -

Hid lad was so ready to deny it under

S Nier before in the history of juns-iBfndeo-

has ruch a defense been set
ip,ici'l Britain is gasping and won- -

bow the mystery will ever beIHlf
up.

lit court which heard the case threw
:'j collective hands and decided that

ij BO Solomon and could not render
CJ iodpment upon the amazing evi-io- tt

presented by both sides.
Rat of all, the parties to the suit

be identified. Russell's grand-fitie- r,

Odo Russell, was British Ambas-it- r

to Germany in 187 7 and with
Itrd Beacorufield (D'Israeli) negoti-
ate the Treaty of Berlin which gave
wail and Herzegovina to Austria and
etiteourse of time indirectly preeipi-tti- d

the world war of 1914. Russell's
Bj!itr, Lord Ampth ill was a member of
1 tie famous Oxford crew of 1690.
M Mrs. Russell comes from a military

ht Before the war she. studied in
4 hnt ar.d becanif a famil.Ar ficnire in
Mny Latin Quarter. During the war

employed b the government
'winced such ab.l.ty that soon a pri--

f.i concern made her a handsome offer
oi lie assumed a post of considerable
sjOSbility She is tall ;nd fair to
Wt cpon and if the court records

3B2 fte unusual talc
jfl fcwll met Miss Hart when he was

,d a member of a submarine crew.
M &t ai two years his senior and many
,9 Ti older in experience The met in

1J1S and became engaged in December
rj'- - In January Russell received a

tf&t hom his fiancee announcing the
(fald!i of the troth. He discovered
jBoneof her friends, now- named in
Mjjcie as a Gilbert

JPrty Bradley, had caused the.wreck--
Hof hi romance.

9 JJ appealed to Bra il. ;; to play fair,
rL'' aS afrreed t hat the decision be-- I

uV16 tW mon 8hould b left with
She selectcd Bradley and

flkio v
diMPPcared. Three months

rnet her' fe,i in ,ovc Qil

'fteT'" " " 0ctobcr l8, 1918, thy

'm &reed that the' should 1cad

SlteiCv f ccl,bates d that Mrs

J FT,ruld be a vv,f? ln namc y- -

nriedlf tnc conditions of
J1 But later on Mrs. Russell.u (.
SB K Hen i

WayS f Bohemia. rebelled
JB Vtrdin f h(?l' husband- - nd-

t theij'tfctf testimony introducedmm C0Urt Proceedings, w ent to

C?r ThPre ?he had 3 '"JU5t

ntl itier,L Vme " In a letter fr,,m

M tZ'i
" a' n

I wiar vast following of

J for" mfcn' xxh" i,h' "a, n

KM
leasu,'e of ,!(,"-'i- .th

fa VinoT Grks and sl,m sil'
dan

A n l)rfs- -

3B nighT' Wlth whom 1 do tanKes
I hive f

B !vd JTU? mt" in the 0x- -

51 "celJ ,
,,lfa,,try they

4,0Urife
&n S nRU?lU-v- ; rind S,J

JL'0 mU(h love with mv

rcelle-Wave-

hl, clothes fit

John Hugo
Russell dressed
up in one cf the .

women's costumes
he is said to be fond of

wearing

him like a glove, and he ha3 a lovely
hand."

Very naturally Russell grew peeved
nnd jealous and so ho began
to have his wife watched.
The result, as told in u

showed that she spent 1;
several nights in Brad- - 47v

.: y s apart merit , -!

that she went to Pan--

it h L on M. Cm s.

also named as

In his testimony Russell re- -

lated that his wife had two
latchkeys, one to her husband's L,

apartment and the other to It r

mothf r's. On nK.rnir.L-- . iti'-- &Bk
his wife had been out '

all niht, Rjsell '

tified that Bradley had ".. '

ailed u ; on Ik- r

and had stated frankly r,

that she had spent Mk- ;

night at his bschc'.o:
quarters, having mislaid
the key to her mother'n
home. t- -'

On another ocrnr-io-n ilTr:

went to a dance with Brad- - r

ley and Cross and did not ;

return at all the next morn- -

ing. What happened is best
described in the husband's
Dwn words :

"I telephoned the police
and then came a telephone
from Mr. Bradley saying
that she had spent the night there.
When I got to his flat she was oc- -

...mvmrr (Via .mlv i li nrirl QniH tlmt'Ul'.' "f - ....... ..-- V

Bradley spent the night sitting in n

chair or resting on the sofa. Apart
from three occasions, I cannot recall
my wife ever spending a night there."

Perhaps the most incriminating testi-

mony was in Mrs. Russell's own hand-

writing, in the shape of a letter to Miss
Maud Acton, a popular English, ac-

tress, leading in part:
"Of coarse, Stilts may make up I

thousand things against me without
going an inch out of his way. Every
week-en- d I have been with George

Cross. And Gilbert, at whose flat
stayed one night because lJost my

key.
"G. had to go out and phone for

Stilt" to bring me some clothes in the
morning. I have been so uidisTeet
that he has enoagh evidence to di-

vorce me once n week."
In her defense, however, Mrs. Russell
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WBr Mr. Ruesell
and his

mother leaving
the couit room during the trial of
the suit for divorce in which his wife
has mode such an amazing explana-

tion ci her "dream baby."

denied any impropriety. Although not
a wife, except in name, yet she swore
she had been true to her marriage vows.
And then came her startling excuse for
the hnhv, whose fatherhood was ques-

tioned The "dream baby," as the child
has been known since her uiother made
her astonishing explanation of the man-

lier of its origin, was born on October
16, 1921. Russell denied under oath that
lie had ever broken his celibate's vow-H-

denied the child's legitimacy, which

carries with it the title of Lord Amp-thil- l.

He swore that he was not the
child's father. And then Mr&

k Russell Fet up her defense:
m "He walked in his sleep!"
'Mi, As related by her in all seri- -

ousness and as received by the
Sfigk court with gasps of amazement,

'' her story was that Russell was
r 71 a '"sleep-walkin- g lover " One

iglit wh.ie in a
listi..- tra-ic- e, h" said, he
ir.;v'e Ik- - way to her room
nnd broke the unnatural
premises they had made at
the time of their marriage.

The court was in an up-- i

oar when Mrs. Russell had
finished the story of the

? .l"cp- - walking husband. The
Jury sat dumfounded. The
spectators gasped. The learned

judge was speechless.
Mr Russell's lawyers suggested that

the baby be brought into court nnd com-

pared with Russell This motion was
denied. Then it was suggested that
artists be called in as experts to prove
th;-.- t Russell ami the child resembled each
other. This, too, was refused .

Finally the jury brought in a verdict
of not guilty on the charges of miscon-
duct, but was discreetly noncommittal
as to the paternity of the child So
Russell has appealed the case and 'all
its mystifying details will soon be heard
again in court.

Then- - have been numberless cases of
disputed paternity, especially in the
English courts. The most celebrated
was the case of Slingsby, in which a
blood test is said to have established the
paternity.

In San Francisco an Italian woman
swore in court that her husbund was not
the father of her youngest child. He
swore that he was. A scientist was
called in and made tests which seemed
to prove that the blood of child and
father was identical. The delicate in-

strument used to determine this was
a machine to register the oscillation of
drops of blood suspended by a delicate
Bilk thread

' another case, a sculptor was util

ized to establish sinubarity ef features
between child and alleged father. The
sculptor showed that the heads of the
two were shaped similarly; that the ears
were alike; that the eyes resembled each
other that there was no doubt that the
defendant was father to the child.
In both these instances, the court ac-

cepted the testimony of experts as finaj
Rut the case of the Russell "dream

baby" which is proving such a difficult
my;tory for the courts to explain, is the
first on record in which n wife has tried
to attribute the fatherhood of her baby-t-

her husband's sleep-walkin- g habits.
Scientists who have followed the prog-

ress of the Russell case are inclined to
doubt the possibility of anything like
what pretty Mrs. Russell claims to have
been the case. They point to the well
known fact that somnambulists are

the lightest of sleepers. If John
Hugo Russell had entered his wife's
room in his sleep, as she alleges, they

think the murmur of his r.ame by her
lips or some other unexpected sound
would have been almost certain to have

aroused him, so that he would have been

conscious of what he was doing.

But the unwillingness of the jury in

the recent divorce suit to settle the
fatherhood of the baby shows what a

favorable impression the wife's story
must have made, even in the face of

science's incredulity. Perhaps never be-

fore have a husband and wife sworn
with every evidence of sincerity to such
conflicting versions of their married life.

Mrs. Russell denied emphatically her
husband's charges of misconduct, and

then she added ;

"I have visited the apartment of

Mr Bradley, but he never made love

to me, I have gone to Paris with Mr.

Cross, but he never was familiar."
As to the dancing parties, Mrs.

Russell said:
dancer, and I"Cross was a divine

used to put my head against his cheek

when dancing, but that was the fash-

ion then."
Mrs. Russell described her life since

nor marriage as follows:
"I was married in October, 191S,

4k .,as arranzed that I should con- -

J

tinue in my employment. There was H
a compact that we should have no H
children at first. My letters to my H
husband were genuine and I was very H
fond of him. I

"I thought that if I married my H
husband it would prevent my being
pestered, as there were many young H
men worrying me. After marriage H
some of my husband's personal habits H
rather repelled me, and his attitude
toward my men friends annoyed me.

"He never stood up for himself as H
a mnn, and gradually my affections H
for him decreased He never said he H
would give me a shaking or a beating H
or anything like that. I would have H
thought more of him if he had. I H
would have admired him more had he I
asserted himself." H

l ady Ampthill, Mr Russell's mother I
and one of Queen Mary s ladies-in-wai- t- I
ing, testified as follows. I

"It was not until Janunry 24, 1921, H
that I heard from my son, about his H
relations with his wife. He was very H
unhappy and asked for advice. H

"About a month later I asked my H
daughter-in-la- why she had not car- - H
ried out her marriage vows.

"She replied that she had taken H
those vows with mental reservations
and that she had the right to live her H
own life as she liked. ?he never for H
a moment suggested that she lived H
with my son as his wife."

The testimony of the husband deny- -

ing that he is the baby's father was of H
the most positive, the mo?t unequivocat- -

kind. Hj

"Did you read of a child to your
wife on October 16, 1921?" his attor- - H
ney asked.

'I did."
"Are you the father of that child?" i I
"NO!" thundered Mr. Russell.

Very soon now it is expected that an- -

other judge and jury will undertake to f"H
unravel the tangle of conflicting testi- -

mony which makes the "dream baby"
such a puzzling mystery, but whether
they will be any more successful than
was the case in the recent trial is ? Uvl


